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"Nevada's  ASCS  Farm  Programs"  is  published  each  year  by  the  Nevada 
State  ASC  Committee.  The  brief  narrative  and  statistical  data  is 
provided  so  the  reader  can  gain  a better  understanding  of  the  im- 
portant roll  that  ASCS  programs  perform  in  conserving  our  soil  and 
water  resources,  providing  increased  agricultural  income  and  assis- 
ting in  the  stabilization  of  consumer  food  prices. 

The  County  ASC  Committeemen  are  to  be  commended  for  their  fair, 
effective  administration  of  these  ASCS  farm  programs.  Our  county 
executive  directors,  general  program  assistants  and  other  county  em- 
ployees deserve  special  recognition  for  their  efficient  and  courteous 
service  to  Nevada  farmers  and  ranchers. 


L to  R William  Johnson;  Laurence  Montero;  George  Hansen,  DASCO; 

Hollis  Harris;  C.  Richard  Capurro ‘ not  pictured  Dr.  Dale 
W.  Bohmont 


NEVADA  STATE  ASC  COMMITTEE 

Chairman:  Laurence  Montero,  Box  1010,  Winnemucca,  Nevada  89445 

Members:  William  M.  Johnson,  RR  Box  50,  Minden,  Nevada  89423 

Hollis  L.  Harris,  P.  0.  Box  244,  Pahrump,  Nevada  89041 
Dr.  Dale  W.  Bohmont,  Director,  Federal  Extension  Service, 
University  of  Nevada,  Reno,  Nevada  89507 

NEVADA  STATE  ASCS  OFFICE,  Post  Office  Building,  P.  0.  Box  360,  Reno  89504 


C.  Richard  Capurro 
Allen  G.  McCrodan 
William  E.  Leveille 
Larry  F.  McMasters 
Ann  M.  Dudley 
Berneys  Wadsworth 
Judi  Mosier 


I 


State  Executive  Director 
Administrative  Officer 
Program  Specialist 
District  Director 
Budget  & Fiscal  Assistant 
Clerks 
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LANDER 
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Reno. 


Fallon 


Austin 


MINERAL 


LINCOLN 


Lincoln 
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County  Offices 

Combined  offices: 

Las  Vegas-Clark,  Nye 
Minden-Douglas , Carson 
City,  Nevada 
Alpine,  Inyo,  Mono, 

California 
Yerington-Lyon,  Mineral,  Esmeralda 
Austin  Lander,  Eureka 
Reno-Washoe,  Storey 


| j Larry  F.  McMasters,  District  Director 


Allen  G.  McCrodan,  District  Director 


Frenchy  Montero  presents  outstanding  county  office 
award  to  Bert  Gandolfo  as  witnessed  by  county 
committeemen  (1  to  r)  Donald  Palmore,  George  Brown, 
Albert  Smith,  Calvin  Chism,  Albert  Fuller  and  Floyd 
Pletcher . 


All  Nevada  counties  are  considered  one-community  counties.  The 
community  committee  elected  becomes  the  county  committee.  In  Nevada 
all  elections  are  conducted  by  mail  ballot.  The  committeemen  elected 
took  office  at  the  beginning  of  October,  1970.  The  nominee  who 
received  the  greatest  number  of  votes  was  elected  as  a regular  commit- 
teeman for  a three-year  term  of  office.  The  next  two  nominees  receiving 
the  second  and  third  largest  number  of  votes  were  elected  alternate 
committeemen  for  the  year.  Usually  two  members  of  the  committee  are 
carried  over  as  members  of  the  regular  committee  for  one  or  two  years 
depending  upon  the  years  remaining  in  their  term  of  office.  At  an 
organizational  meeting,  the  county  committee  determined  the  chairman, 
vice  chairman  and  member  of  the  committee. 

Following  is  a list  of  the  Nevada  ASC  county  committeemen  elected  in 
1970  and  the  locations  of  ASCS  offices. 


COUNTY  COMMITTEE  ELECTIONS 


CHURCHILL  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 


CHURCHILL  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


Federal  Building 
P.  0.  Box  830 
Fallon,  Nevada 


Robert  Ansotegui 
Donald  Weishaupt 
Ted  Workman 


Orval  Fowler 
Henry  Osgood 


Chairman 


Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ag.  Ext.  Agent 


Thomas  Robert  Harris 
County  Executive  Director 


Charles  R.  York 


Eligible  Voters:  933 

Ballots  Cast:  325 
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CLARK- N YE  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 

CLARK  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

H,  Merrill  Bunker 

Chairman 

Federal  Building,  Room  1-634 

Karl  £.  Marshall 

Vice  Chairman 

300  Las  Vegas  Boulevard,  So. 

Paul  M.  Ozaki 

Regular  Member 

Las  Vegas s Nevada  89101 

Max  Hafen 

1st  Alternate 

Dee  M.  Hughes 

2nd  Alternate 

James  I.  Lee 

Ferren  W,  Bunker 

Ag.  Ext.  Agent 

County  Executive  Director 

Eligible  Voters: 

270 

Ballots  Cast:  91 

NYE  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

Gerald  H.  Sharp 

Chairman 

Glenn  C.  Brady 

Vice  Chairman 

Linford  0,  Anderson 

Regular  Member 

Raymond  Graham 

1st  Alternate 

Robert  Madsen 

Extension  Area 

Eligible  Voters: 

185 

Agronomist 

Ballots  Cast:  64 

GARDNERVILLE  ASCS  OFFICE 

DOUGLAS  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

Valley  Professional  Center 

John  Indiano 

Chairman 

P.O.  Box  517 

Budd  F.  Dressier 

Vice  Chairman 

Hinder.,  Nevada  89423 

Andre  Aldax 

Regular  Member 

Gordon  Fricke 

1st  Alternate 

Roy  C.  Womack 

Carl  W.  Kidman 

2nd  Alternate 

County  Executive  Director 

Gail  G.  Munk 

Ag.  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

179 

Ballots  Cast:  85 

CARSON  CITY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

Eva  Lompa 

Chairman 

D.  A.  Andersen 

Vice  Chairman 

Rodney  Joost 

Regular  Member 

Sam  A.  Lompa 

1st  Alternate 

Melvin  Hendershot 

2nd  Alternate 

Emory  L.  Marshall 

Ag.  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

30 

Ballots  Cast:  21 

ALPINE  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE (Calif . ) 

Chris  H.  Gansberg 

Chairman 

Wilton  II.  Neddenriep 

Vice  Chairman 

Richard  Wennhold 

Regular  Member 

Hazel  Col lord 

1st  Alternate 

P.  Dean  Smith 

Farm  Advisor 

Eligible  Voters: 

31 

Ballots  Cast:  15 


INYO  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE  (Calif.) 


Eligible  Voters : 
Ballots  Cast:  38 


Jack  Tatum 
John  W.  Lacey 

J.  M,  Connor 

K.  W.  Steward 
Art  Schober 
P.  Dean  Smith 

90 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Farm  Advisor 


Eligible  Voters; 
Ballots  Cast:  51 

ELKO  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 

MONO  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE  (Calif.) 

Barton  Fulstone  Chairman 

Lyle  Silvester  Vice  Chairman 

Ray  Charlebois  Regular  Member 

Baldo  Giorgi  1st  Alternate 

K.  0.  Strosnider  2nd  Alternate 

P.  Dean  Smith  Farm  Advisor 

104 

ELKO  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

Post  Office  Building 

William  B.  Gibbs 

Chairman 

P.  0.  Box  414 

Harvey  E.  Barnes 

Vice  Chairman 

Elko,  Nevada  89801 

Don  Ballard 

Regular  Member 

Robin  Van  Norman 

1st  Alternate 

Keith  Co  Clarke 

Fred  Zaga,  Jr. 

2nd  Alternate 

County  Executive  Director 

Irving  Eo  Racket t 

Ago  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

346 

Ballots  Cast:  117 

HUMBOLDT  COUNTY  OFFICE 

HUMBOLDT  COUNTY  ASC 

COMMITTEE 

1231  Highway  40  East 

Bennett  Smith 

Chairman 

Winnemucca,  Nevada  89445 

Hugh  Tipton 

Vice  Chairman 

Robert  Key 

Regular  Member 

Donald  J.  Jones 

Alan  Beck 

1st  Alternate 

County  Executive  Director 

Thomas  C.  Pedro li 

2nd  Alternate 

J.  Kirk  Day 

Ago  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

333 

Ballots  Cast:  154 

LANDER- EUREKA  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 

LANDER  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

New  Office  Building 

Calvin  Chisum 

Chairman 

P.  0.  Box  56 

Leroy  A.  Streshley 

Vice  Chairman 

Austin,  Nevada  89310 

Albert  Fuller 

Regular  Member 

Floyd  R.  Fletcher 

1st  Alternate 

Bert  Gandolfo 

Clint  Slidwell 

2nd  Alternate 

County  Executive  Director 

Archie  Albright 

Resource  Develop 

Eligible  Voters: 

94 

meat  Agent 

Ballots  Cast:  40 
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EUREKA  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


Eligible  Voters: 
Ballots  Cast:  48 

LINCOLN  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 

Laverne  Machacek 
George  W.  Brown 
Donald  F.  Palmore 
Floyd  Sadler 
Leroy  Agnew 
Charlies  Harms 
89 

LINCOLN  COUNTY  ASC 

Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ago  Ext.  Agent 

COMMITTEE 

P.  0.  Box  276 

Keith  Whipple 

Chairman 

Caliente,  Nevada  89008 

S.  A.  Hoi linger 

Vice  Chairman 

Emery  K.  Conaway 

Regular  Member 

Fredrick  C.  Heise 

F.  Don  Wadsworth 

1st  Alternate 

County  Executive  Director 

Leo  Stewart 

2nd  Alternate 

Melvin  P.  Miller 

Ago  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

285 

Ballots  Cast:  127 

L YON-MINERAL- ESMERALDA  COUNTY 

LYON  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 

ASCS  OFFICE 

John  Connolly 

Chairman 

Post  Office  Building 

Bill  Frade 

Vice  Chairman 

P.  0.  Box  B 

Leland  Burr 

Regular  Member 

Yerington,  Nevada  89447 

Glen  Smith 

1st  Alternate 

Andrew  Sayre,  Jr. 

2nd  Alternate 

Gary  A.  Cook 

Fred  Batchelder 

Ag.  Ext.  Agent 

County  Executive  Director 

Eligible  Voters: 

548 

Ballots  Cast:  241 

MINERAL  COUNTY  ASC 

COMMITTEE 

Vernon  Bobb 

Chairman 

Thomas  Williams 

Vice  Chairman 

Alvin  Hughes 

Regular  Member 

Robert  Johnson 

1st  Alternate 

Raymond  Sammaripa 

2nd  Alternate 

Fred  Batchelder 

Ag,  Ext.  Agent 

Eligible  Voters: 

123 

Ballots  Cast:  55 
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ESMERALDA  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


Pete  Bruinsma 
Harry  Smith 
Robert  Hartman 
J.  Leland  Wallace 
Robert  Pennebaker 

Eligible  Voters:  68 

Ballots  Cast:  39 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 


PERSHING  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE 


PERSHING  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


Federal  Building 
Box  239 

Lovelock,  Nevada  89419 
Eric  Sebbas 

County  Executive  Director 

Eligible  Voters: 
Ballots  Cast:  86 


Victor  F.  Arobio 
Wallace  No  Munk 
Walter  Brinkerhoff 
Thomas  A.  Moura  1 
Harry  Ikoma 
Bill  Ulrich 
175 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ago  Ext.  Agent 


WASHOE-STOREY  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE  , WASHOE  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


Federal  Building 

Room  4103,  300  Booth  Street 

Reno,  Nevada  89502 

Frank  Jones 

County  Executive  Director 

Eligible  Voters: 
Ballots  Cast:  196 


Ben  Damonte 
C.  J„  Caspar! 
Elmer  G.  Jones 
Pete  Capurro 
Don  Casazza 
John  H.  Pursel 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ago  Ext.  Agent 


STOREY  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


John  P„  Christensen 
Donna  Lou  Denny 
Riley  T,  Kelly 
Bonnie  Lutzow 
Terry  A.  Crosby 
John  H«  Pursel 

Eligible  Voters:  24 

Ballots  Cast:  24 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ago  Ext.  Agent 


WHITE  PINE  COUNTY  ASCS  OFFICE  WHITE  PINE  COUNTY  ASC  COMMITTEE 


689  Lyons  Avenue 
P.  0.  Box  450 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Murray  L.  Petersen 
County  Executive  Director 

Eligible  Voters: 
Ballots  Cast:  74 


Jesse  Gardner 
Van  C.  Gardner 
Neil  Jo  Larsen 
Vance  McKenzie 
John  Dean  Baker 
A.  Z,  Joy 
143 


Chairman 
Vice  Chairman 
Regular  Member 
1st  Alternate 
2nd  Alternate 
Ago  Exto  Agent 
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COUNTY  OFFICE  ADMINISTRATIVE  FUNDS  FOR  THE  1970  CALENDAR  YEAR 


Operating  funds  are  allocated  to  county  committees  and  county  offices 
each  fiscal  year.  Allocations  for  administrative  expenses  are  issued 
to  county  offices  on  a workload  system  developed  to  determine  funding 
and  staffing.  County  offices  are  required  annually  to  report  the  num- 
ber of  units  accomplished  during  the  past  year.  The  number  of  units 
to  be  performed  in  the  next  year  is  estimated.  The  cost  of  accomp- 
lishing actual  units  to  be  performed  in  the  past  year  is  projected  for 
estimated  units  to  be  performed  in  the  next  year.  The  average  cost  'of 
each  weighted  workload  unit  is  used  to  determine  the  funds  and  staffing 
needed  in  the  next  fiscal  year.  Weights  for  workload  units  are  compu- 
ted by  using  160  verification  county  offices  in  48  states.  Verification 
county  offices  report  the  time  used  to  complete  a unit  indicator  for 
each  program  administered.  The  weighted  unit  is  then  used  to  determine 
the  average  cost  of  performing  the  work. 

Initial  allocations  issued  to  county  offices  from  the  workload  system 
are  adjusted  for  combination  county  factors  and  from  the  State  reserve 
for  travel  where  large  distances  are  required  to  administer  programs  and 
attend  committee  meetings. 

Beginning  July  1,  1970,  all  ASCS  county  offices  were  phased  into  the 
automatic  data  processing  of  administrative  operations.  The  administra- 
tive ADP  system  consists  of  input  and  output  data  entered  for  every  em- 
ployee. Collections  and  checks  for  each  county  office  bank  account  are 
optically  scanned  and  computed  by  second  generation  computers  each  bi- 
weekly pay  period.  ADP  printouts  are  released  to  county  offices  for  re- 
view and  reconciliation.  Quadweekly  printouts  are  issued  to  State  and 
county  offices  for  each  two  pay  periods  to  summarize  expenditures  on  a 
cummulative  basis  relative  to  county  office  allocations  and  limitations. 

County  offices  are  listed  by  the  parent  county  committee  and  the  other 
county  committees  for  combination  county  offices  are  listed  below.  The 
adaptations  of  the  ADP  system  does  not  list  administrative  expenses  for 
each  county  committee.  Three  California  county  committees  (Alpine,  Inyo, 
and  Mono)  are  served  by  the  Gardnerville  ASCS  Office. 
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COUNTY  COMMITTEE  OPERATING  EXPENSES  FOR  CALENDAR  YEAR  1970 
WEIGHTED  WORKLOAD  UNITS  FOR  RY  1970  & EST„  1971 
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1/  Normal  Man-Days 


SUMMARY  OF  TOTAL  ASCS  PROGRAM  PAYMENTS  AND  COUNTY  COMMITTEE  EXPENSES 
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SUMMARY  OF  TOTAL  ASCS  PROGRAM  PAYMENTS  AND  COUNTY  COMMITTEE  EXPENSES 
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THE  1970  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 


The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  encourages  farmers  and  ranchers  to 
carry  out  needed  soil,  water,  woodland  and  wildlife  conservation  prac- 
tices and  abate  farm  related  pollution.  Through  this  voluntary  program, 
the  Federal  government  shares  with  the  private  land  owner,  the  cost  of 
performing  the  needed  conservation  measures.  The  objective  of  this  pro- 
gram is  to  insure  a productive  agricultural  industry  and  better  environ- 
ment for  future  generations. 

The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  has  long  led  the  way  in  the  abate- 
ment of  pollution  of  and  from  our  agricultural  lands.  The  numerous  erosion 
control  structures  and  acres  of  grass  and  trees  planted  under  the  program 
have  played  the  major  part  in  helping  keep  our  streams,  rivers  and  lakes 
clean  and  our  air  fresh.  Drainage  projects  have  removed  polluted  ground 
water  to  provide  a clean  environment  free  of  disease  and  insects.  New 
practices  are  continually  being  developed  under  the  program  to  aid  in  the 
accelerated  fight  against  air  and  water  pollution.  In  1970,  new  practices 
were  offered  to  manage  animal  waste  to  abate  pollution. 

Everyone,  rural  and  urban  people  alike,  gain  from  the  conservation  prac- 
tices offered  under  AGP.  In  addition  to  pollution  abatement,  the  AGP 
offers  livestockmen  assistance  for  range  improvement  practices  such  as 
cross  fencing,  grass  seeding  and  livestock  water  facilities.  It  provides 
practices  such  as  land  leveling,  ditch  lining,  reorganizing  irrigation 
systems  and  noxious  weed  control  to  row  crop,  hay  and  grain  farmers.  It 
provides  more  abundant  wildlife  for  sportsmen  and  naturalists  through  prac- 
tices to  build  reservoirs,  farm  ponds,  shallow  water  areas  and  to  produce 
food  and  habitat  for  fish  and  wildlife.  Beautification  conservation  prac- 
tices provide  scenery  appealing  to  the  traveler's  eye. 

The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  a partnership  in  conservation. 

This  partnership  is  helping  to  provide  future  generations  with  a produc- 
tive agricultural  industry  and  a clean  environment. 
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1970  ACP  COST- SHARE  DATA 


County 

Partic.  Farms 
19701  5 yr. 

Cost-Shares 

Earned 

SCI 

Funds  For 
Tech.  Serv, 

Gross 

Assistance 

Carson  City 

4 

11 

$ 1,219 

$ 25 

$ 110 

$ 1,354 

Churchill 

108 

319 

• l 

103,840 

229 

3,883 

107,952 

Clark 

15 

60 

20,841 

. 

0 

1,439 

22,280 

Douglas 

■ — 

7.1 

107 

36,316 

106 

1,804 

38,226 

Elko 

_ 

69 

161 

72,554 

118 

4,364 

77,036 

Esmeralda 

5 

10 

9,100 

0 

354 

9,454 

Eureka 

13 

78 

22,093 

o 

890 

22,983 

Humboldt 

48 

118 

71,176 

28 

3,369 

74,573 

Lander 

13 

84 

19,924 

25 

1,154 

21,103 

Lincoln 

29 

. 

158 

39,956 

14 

1,934 

41,904 

Lyon 

129 

266 

95,669 

386 

3,902 

99,957 

Mineral 

25 

65 

8,163 

14 

436 

8,613 

Nye 

13 

2, 

15,552 

42 

930 

16,524 

Pershing 

30 

159 

34,339 

109 

2,531 

36,979 

Storey 

1 

106 

14 

108 

228 

Washoe 

31 

195 

33,181 

0 

I 1,878 

35,059 

White  Pine 

13 

59 

13,119 

21 

i 825 

13,965 

State  Total 

617 

1,889 

$597,148 

34131  | $29,911  | $628,190 
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ASSISTANCE  TO  LOW  INCOME  FARMERS 


County 

Number  of  Farms 

Assis  tance 

Churchill 

2 

$1 s 161 

Mineral 

1 

2,500 

Pershing 

1 

724 

State  Total 

4 

$4,385 

POOLING  AGREEMENTS 


County 

No.  of  Agreements 

Partic. 

Farms 

Assistance 

Average 
Per  Agreement 

Carson  City 

1 

2 

$ 33 

$ 33 

Churchill 

2 

5 

3,124 

1 s>  562 

Douglas 

8 

43 

9,155 

1,144 

Lincoln 

2 

4 

2,256 

1,128 

Lyon 

9 

59 

16,010 

1,779 

Mineral 

2 

21 

3,398 

1,699 

State  Total 

24 

134 

$33,976 

$1,416 
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ACP  ASSISTANCE  IN  WATERSHED  (PL- 566)  AND  RESOURCE 
CONSERVATION  AND  DEVELOPMENT  (RC&D)  PROJECT  AREAS 


ENTIRE  PL- 566  PROJECT  AREAS  LOCATED  IN  ONE  COUNTY 


COUNTY 

NAME  OF  PROJECT 

NUMBER  OF 
FARMS  ASSISTED 

TOTAL 

ASSISTANCE 

CARSON  CITY 

CARSON  CITY 

4 

$ 1,219 

LINCOLN 

PANACA 

9 

12,932 

PERSHING 

LOVELOCK 

30 

34,339 

TOTAL 

43 

$ 48,490 

A total  of  six  PL-566  projects  in  addition  to  those  outlined  above  are 
located  in  Elko,  Lincoln,  Nye  and  Washoe  Counties.  No  1970  ACP  assis- 
tance was  provided  to  farmers  in  these  projects. 


VIRGIN  VALLEY  PL- 566  WATERSHED  PROJECT 


COUNTIES  IN  PROJECT  AREA 

NUMBER  OF 
FARMS  ASSISTED 

TOTAL 

ASSISTANCE 

CLARK 

4 

$ 

7,335 

LINCOLN 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

4 

$ 

7,335 

CENTRAL  NEVADA  RC&D  PROJECT 


COUNTIES  IN  PROJECT 

FARMERS  IN  PROJECT 
EARNING  COST- SHARING 

TOTAL 

ASSISTANCE 

CHURCHILL 

0 

$ o 

ESMERALDA 

5 

9,100 

EUREKA 

11 

18,556 

LANDER 

1 

330 

NYE 

0 

0 

PROJECT  TOTAL 

17 

$ 27,986 

CAL- NEVA  RC&D  PROJECT 


COUNTIES  IN  PROJECT 

FARMERS  IN  PROJECT 
EARNING  COST-SHARING 

TOTAL  , 
ASSISTANCE 

HUMBOLDT 

0 

$ 0 

WASHOE 

9 

19,014 

PERSHING 

0 

0 

PROJECT  TOTAL 

9 

$ 19,014 
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SUMMARY  OF  ASSISTANCE  BY  PRACTICE 


PERMANENT  COVER 
A-2 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

306 

$ 3,128 

13 

DOUGLAS 

88 

1,694 

4 

ELKO 

458 

3,256 

12 

ESMERALDA 

65 

451 

1 

EUREKA 

320 

640 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

224 

4,145 

4 

LANDER 

410 

6,162 

3 

LINCOLN 

75 

362 

1 

LYON 

258 

3,270 

12 

PERSHING 

20 

242 

1 

WHITE  PINE 

110 

1,196 

3 

STATE  TOTAL 

2,334 

$24,546 

55 

PLANTING  TREES  AND  SHRUBS 
A-7 


COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

ACRES 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

21 

$ 1,050 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

21 

$ 1,050 

1 

WIND  BREAKS 
A“8 


COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

ACRES 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

LANDER 

1 

$ 37 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

$ 37 

1 
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IMPROVEMENT  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER 
B-I 


l\ j j 

COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

ACRES,-. 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

ELKO 

40 

$ 322 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

40 

$ 322 

1 

RANGELAND  RESEEDING 
B-2 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

COST-SHARES 

(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

30 

$ 231 

1 

ELKO 

3,552 

6,795 

15 

EUREKA 

1,373 

2,710 

2 

HUMBOLDT 

147 

1,051 

2 

LANDER 

110 

346 

1 

CARSON  CITY 

32 

99 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

5,244 

$11,232 

22 

BRUSH  CONTROL 
B-3  - 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

406 

$ 1,030 

2 

ELKO 

8,682 

23,071 

23 

EUREKA 

150 

750 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

20 

100 

1 

LINCOLN 

80 

400 

1 

WASHOE 

712 

2,851 

2 

WHITE  PINE 

5 

24 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

10,055 

$28,226 

31 

18 


WELLS  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER 
B-5 


COUNTY 

NUMBER 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

ELKO 

5 

$ 1,858 

5 

HUMBOLDT 

3 

3,027 

3 

MINERAL 

1 

2,500 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

9 

$ 7,385 

9 

SPRINGS  DEVELOPED  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER 
B-6 


COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

NUMBER 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

ELKO 

2 

$ 2,636 

2 

ESMERALDA 

4 

2,500 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

2,500 

1 

LINCOLN 

1 

865 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

8 

$ 8,501 

5 

RESERVOIRS  FOR 

AGRICULTURAL  WATER 

B-7 

COST-SHARES 

NO.  OF 

. COUNTY 

NUMBER 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

CLARK 

2 

$ 3,626 

2 

DOUGLAS 

1 

1,851 

1 

ELKO 

1 

205 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

761 

1 

LINCOLN 

1 

596 

1 

LYON 

3 

5,551 

4 

NYE 

1 

729 

1 

WASHOE 

1 

565 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

11 

$13,884 

12 
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PIPELINES  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER 
B-8 


ACRES  

COST-SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

SERVED 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

ELKO 

2,000 

$ 1,388 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

2,000 

$ 1,388 

1 

CROSS  FENCING  RANGE  AND  PASTURE  LAND 
B-9 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

SERVED 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

35 

$ 175 

1 

ELKO 

924 

8,965 

18 

ESMERALDA 

30 

896 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

1,072 

1,328 

4 

LANDER 

80 

448 

1 

LINCOLN 

160 

811 

2 

LYON 

60 

279 

2 

WASHOE 

432 

634 

3 

WHITE  PINE 

440 

259 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

3,233 

$13,795 

34 

CONTROL  OF  NOXIOUS  WEEDS 
B- 12 


ACRES 

COST-SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

SERVED 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

4,625 

$ 3,956 

35 

PERSHING 

782 

271 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

5,407 

$ 4,227 

36 

EROSION  CONTROL  DAM 
C-6 


COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

NUMBER 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

LYON 

1 

$ 1,225 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

$ 1,225 

1 

20 


STREAM  BANK  PROTECTION 
C-8 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

SERVED 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CLARK 

113 

$ 2,500 

1 

DOUGLAS 

2 , 965 

22,067 

32 

ELKO 

240 

2,130 

3 

HUMBOLDT 

964 

513 

2 

LANDER 

640 

5,000 

2 

LINCOLN 

30 

224 

1 

LYON 

1 s820 

12,035 

17 

MINERAL 

410 

2,500 

1 

WHITE  PINE 

578 

262 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

7,760 

$47,231 

60 

OPEN  DRAINAGE 
C-9 


ACRES 

COST-SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

SERVED 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

LANDER 

160 

$ 156 

1 

LYON 

490 

792 

9 

STATE  TOTAL 

650 

$ 948 

10 

UNDERGROUND  DRAINAGE 
C-10 


ACRES 

COST-SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

"SERVED 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

95 

$ 2,983 

4 

LYON 

260 

3,000 

3 

STATE  TOTAL 

355 

$ 5,983 

7 

21 


REORGANIZING  IRRIGATION  SYSTEMS 
C- 12 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

SERVED 

COST-SHARES 

(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

1,072 

$ 4,648 

23 

CLARK 

204 

806 

1 

DOUGLAS 

268 

2,842 

6 

ELKO 

2,545 

11,730 

12 

ESMERALDA 

180 

4,326 

2 

EUREKA 

280 

5,000 

2 

HUMBOLDT 

2,200 

29,481 

17 

LANDER 

280 

2,775 

2 

LINCOLN 

300 

10,725 

6 

LYON 

6,505 

16,903 

76 

MINERAL 

75 

1,095 

5 

NYE 

971 

4,675 

2 

PERSHING 

9,433 

10,734 

1 

STOREY 

60 

106 

1 

WASHOE 

1,631 

12,568 

14 

WHITE  PINE 

486 

5,220 

4 

CARSON  CITY 

40 

33 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

26,530 

$123,667 

189 

LAND  LEVELING 
C- 13 


COUNTY 

K — 

ACRES 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 

APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

1,504 

$ 30,720 

50 

CLARK 

81 

3,052 

6 

DOUGLAS 

69 

1,019 

3 

ELKO 

505 

8,674 

14 

EUREKA 

617 

12,993 

7 

HUMBOLDT 

198 

6,643 

10 

LANDER 

80 

2,500 

1 

LINCOLN 

132 

4,588 

8 

LYON 

1,575 

44,829 

56 

MINERAL 

63 

2,068 

5 

NYE 

186 

5,892 

4 

PERSHING 

491 

15,246 

14 

WASHOE 

202 

7,876 

6 

WHITE  PINE 

100 

3,658 

6 

CARSON  CITY 

8 

232 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

5,811 

$149,990 

191 

22 


LINING  IRRIGATION  DITCHES 
C- 15 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

SERVED 

COST-SHARES 

(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

1,285 

$ 57,917 

35 

CLARK 

702 

10,857 

8 

DOUGLAS 

20 

305 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

1,030 

19,247 

11 

LANDER 

80 

2,500 

1 

LINCOLN 

447 

21,385 

14 

LYON 

140  ' 

4,950 

2 

PERSHING 

291 

7,846 

4 

WHITE  PINE 

160 

2,500 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

4,155 

$127,507 

77 

SUB  SOILING 
C- 17 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

COST-SHARES 

(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

ESMERALDA 

102 

$ 927 

2 

LYON 

143 

1,175 

3 

STATE  TOTAL 

245 

$ 2,102 

5 

SPECIAL  COUNTY  PRACTICES 
F-2 


COUNTY 

ACRES 

SERVED 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

l 

8 

$ 322 

1 

ELKO 

254 

1,524 

4 

NYE 

60 

112 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

322 

$ 1,958 

6 

23 


DEBRIS  REMOVAL 
F-3 


ACRES 

COST- SHARES 

NO.  OF 

COUNTY 

SERVED 

(DOLLARS) 

APPROVALS 

NYE 

783 

$ 3,520 

4 

WASHOE 

610 

8,530 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

1,393 

$12,050 

8 

WILD  LIFE  PONDS 
G-3 


COUNTY 

NUMBER 

COST-SHARES 

(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

DOUGLAS 

1 

$ 96 

1 

LYON 

1 

1,660 

1 

NYE 

1 

624 

1 

WASHOE 

1 

157 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

4 

$ 2,537 

4 

LIQUID  ANIMAL  WASTE  TANKS 
1-2 


COUNTY 

NUMBER 

COST- SHARES 
(DOLLARS) 

NO.  OF 
APPROVALS 

CHURCHILL 

2 

$ 4,122 

2 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

2,380 

1 

CARSON  CITY 

1 

855 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

4 

$ 7,357 

4 

24 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  PRACTICES 


Total  farms  in  State  3 ,422 
Participating  farms  617 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  1^889 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $597 ,148  Services  $29,911  Increase  $1,131  Assistance  $628,190 


No.  of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed . 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

55 

2,334 

$ 24,546 

$ 10.52 

4.1 

A- 7 

Trees  or  shrubs 

1 

21 

1,050 

50.00 

0.2 

A-8 

Windbreaks 

1 

1 

37 

37,.  00 

- 

B-l 

Improvement  of  cover 

1 

40 

322 

8.05 

0.1 

B-2 

Reseeding  rangeland 

22 

5,244 

11,232 

2.14 

1.9 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

31 

10.055 

28,226 

2.81 

4.7 

B-5 

Livestock  wells 

9 

5,160 

7,385 

1.43 

1.2 

B-6 

Spring  development 

5 

4,620 

8,501 

1.84 

1.4 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

12 

3,339 

13,884 

4.16 

2.3 

B-8 

Pipelines 

1 

2,000 

1,388 

.69 

0.2 

B-9 

Fencing 

34 

3,233 

13,795 

4.27 

2.3 

B-12 

Weed  control 

36 

5,407 

4,227 

,78 

0.7 

C-6 

Erosion  control  dams 

1 

120 

1,225 

10.21 

0.2 

C-8 

Streambank 

60 

7,760 

47,231 

6.09 

7.9 

C-9 

Open  drainage 

10 

650 

948 

1.46 

0.2 

C-10 

Underground  drainage 

7 

355 

5,983 

16.85 

1.0 

C-12 

Irrigation  Systems 

189 

26,530 

123,667 

4.66 

20.7 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

191 

5,811 

149,990 

25.81 

25. 1 

C- 15 

Ditch  lining 

77 

4,155 

127,507 

30.69 

21.4 

C-17 

Subsoiling 

5 

245 

2,102 

8.58 

0.4 

F-2 

Co.  cons,  practices 

6 

322 

1,958 

6.08 

0.3 

F-3 

New  cons,  problems 

8 

1,393 

12,050 

8.65 

2.0 

G-3 

Wildlife  ponds 

4 

4 

2,537 

634.25 

0.4 

1-2 

Animal  waste  tanks 

4 

4 

7,357 

1,83  9.  2 5 

1.3 

TOTAL 

770 

XXX 

$597,148 

XXX 

100.0 
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CHURCHILL  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  993 

Participating  farms  108 

Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  319 

Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $103 ,840  Services  $3 ,883  Increase  $229  Assistance  $107 , 952 


No . of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Fed. 
Cos  t- 
Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

13 

306 

$ 3,128 

$ 10.22 

3.0 

C-10 

Underground  drain. 

4 

95 

2,983 

31.40 

2.8 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

23 

1,072 

4,648 

4,33 

4.5 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

50 

1,504 

30,720 

20.43 

29.6 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

35 

1,285 

57,917 

45.07 

55.8 

F-2 

Co.  cons,  practices 

1 

8 

322 

40.25 

.3 

1-2 

Animal  waste  tanks 

2 

2 

4,122 

2,061.00 

4.0 

Total  Cost-Shares  $103 , 840 
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CLARK  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  140 
Participating  farms  15 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  60 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $20 , 841  Services  $1,439  Increase  $-0-  Assistance  $22 ,280 


Practice  No,  and  Name 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cos  t- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

2 

464 

$ 3,626 

$ 7.81 

17.4 

C-8 

Streambank 

1 

113 

2,500 

22.12 

12.0 

C- 12 

Irrig.  systems 

1 

204 

806 

3.95 

3.9 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

6 

81 

3,052 

37.68 

14.6 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

8 

702 

10,857 

15.47 

52.1 

Total  Cost-Shares  $20 , 841 
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DOUGLAS  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  107 


Participating  farms  71 

Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  107 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost 

Assistance  $36,316  Services  $1,804  Increase  $106 

Gross 

Assistance  $38,226 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Percent 

No.  of 

Extent 

Cost- 

Share 

of  Total ... 

Practice  No.  and  Name 

Approvals 

(Acres) 

Share 

Per  Unit 

Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

4 

88 

$ 1,694 

$19.25 

4.7 

A-7 

Trees  or  shrubs 

1 

21 

1,050 

50.00 

2.9 

B-2 

Reseeding  rangeland 

1 

30 

231 

7.70 

0.6 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

2 

406 

1,030 

2.54 

2.8 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

60 

1,851 

30.85 

5.2 

B-9 

Fencing 

1 

35 

175 

5.00 

0.5 

B-12 

Weed  control 

35 

4,625 

3,956 

0.86 

10.8 

C-8 

Streambank 

32 

2,965 

22,067 

7.44 

60.8 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

6 

269 

2,842 

10.57 

7.8 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

3 

69 

1,019 

14.77 

2.8 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

1 

20 

305 

15.25 

0.8 

G-3 

Wildlife  ponds 

1 

1 

96 

96.00 

0.3 

Total  Cost-Shares  $36,316 
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ELKO  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  337 
Participating  farms  69 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  161 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $72,554  Services  $4,364  Increase  $118  Assistance  $77,036 


No . of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cos  t-Share 

A-  2 

Permanent  cover 

12 

458 

$ 3,256 

$ 7.11 

4.5 

B-l 

Improv.  of  cover 

1 

40 

322 

8.05 

.4 

B-2 

Reseeding  rangeland 

15 

3,552 

6,795 

1.91 

9.4 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

23 

8,682 

23,071 

2.66 

00 

f-H 

CO 

B-5 

Livestock  wells 

5 

2,640 

1,858 

. 70 

2.6 

B-6 

Spring  development 

2 

2,640 

2,636 

.99 

3.6 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

300 

205 

.68 

.3 

B-8 

Pipe  lines 

1 

2,000 

1,388 

.69 

1.9 

B-9 

Fencing 

18 

924 

8,965 

9.70 

12.3 

C-8 

Streambank 

3 

240 

2,130 

8.88 

2.9 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

12 

2,545 

11,730 

4.61 

16.2 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

14 

505 

8,674 

17.18 

12.0 

F-2 

Co.  cons,  practices 

4 

254 

1,524 

6.00 

2.1 

Total  Cost-Shares  $72 ,554 
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ESMERALDA  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  36 

Participating  farms  5 

Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  10 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $9,100  Services  $354  Increase  $-0-  Assistance  $9,454 


Practice  No.  and  Name 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

1 

65 

$ 451 

$ 6.94 

5.0 

B-6 

Spring  development 

1 

1,500 

2,500 

1.67 

27.5 

B-9 

Fencing 

1 

30 

896 

29.87 

9.8 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

2 

180 

4,326 

24.03 

47.5 

C-17 

SubsoiXing 

2 

102 

927 

9.09 

10.2 

Total 

Cost-Shares 

$9,100 
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EUREKA  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  123 
Participating  farms  13 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  78 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $22,093  Services  $890  Increase  $ 0 Assistance  $22,983 


No.  of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost- Share 

A-2 

Permanent  Cover 

1 

320 

$ 640 

$2.00 

3.0 

B-2 

Reseeding  Rangeland 

2 

1,373 

2,710 

1.97 

12.3 

B-3 

Shrub  Control 

1 

150 

750 

5.00 

3.3 

C-12 

Irrigation  System 

2 

280 

5,000 

17.86 

22.6 

C- 13 

Land  Leveling 

7 

663 

12,993 

19.60 

58.8 

Total 

Cost-Shares 

$22,093 
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HUMBOLDT  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  * 232 
Participating  farms  48 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  118 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical 

Assistance  $71*176  Services  $3 

Small  Cost 
,369  Increase 

Gross 

$28  Assistance  $74,573 

Fed  . 

Cost 

Percent 

No 

1 o of 

Extent 

Cost- 

Share 

of  Total 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

(Acres) 

Share 

Per  Unit 

Cos  t-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

4 

224 

$ 4 5 145 

$ 18.50 

5.8 

B-2 

Reseeding  rangeland 

2 

147 

1,051 

7.15 

1.5 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

■a 

1 

20 

100 

5.00 

.1 

B-5 

Livestock  wells 

3 

520 

3,027 

5.82 

4.3 

B-  6 

Spring  development 

1 

400 

2,500 

6.25 

3.5 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

160 

761 

4.76 

1.1 

B-9 

Fencing 

4 

1 ,072 

1,328 

1.24 

1.9 

C-8 

Streambank 

2 

964 

513 

.53 

.7 

C-12 

Irrigation  systems 

17 

2 s200 

29,481 

13.40 

41.5 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

10 

198 

6 , 643 

33.55 

9.3 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

11 

1 ,030 

19,247 

18.69 

27.0 

1-2 

Animal  waste  tanks 

1 

1 

2,380 

2,380.00 

3.3 

Total  Cost-Shares  $71 ,176 
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LANDER  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  153 
Participating  farms  13 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  84 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $19,924  Services  $1 , 154  Increase  $25  Assistance  $21 , 103 


Practice  No  and  Name 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost -Share 

A-2 

Permanent  Cover 

3 

410 

$ 6,162 

$15.03 

31.0 

A-8 

Windbreaks 

1 

1 

37 

37.00 

.2 

B-2 

Reseeding  Rangeland  1 

110 

346 

3.15 

1.7 

B-9 

Fencing 

1 

80 

448 

5.60 

2.2 

C-8 

Streambank 

2 

640 

5,000 

7.81 

25.1 

C-9 

Open  Drainage 

1 

160 

156 

.98 

.8 

C_12 

Irrigation  Systems 

2 

280 

2,775 

9.91 

14.0 

C- 13 

Land  Leveling 

1 

80 

2,500 

31.25 

12.5 

C-15 

Ditch  Lining 

1 

80 

2,500 

31.25 

12.5 

Total  Cost- 

Shares 

$19,924 

) 
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LINCOLN  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  162 
Participating  farms  29 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  158 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $39,956  Services  $1 , 934  Increase  $14  Assistance  $41 ,904 


Practice  No.  and  Name 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A- 2 

Permanent  cover 

1 

75 

$ 362 

$ 4.83 

.9 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

1 

80 

400 

5.00 

1.0 

B-6 

Spring  development 

1 

80 

865 

10.81 

2.2 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

80 

596 

7.45 

1.5 

B-9 

Fencing 

2 

160 

811 

5.07 

2.0 

C-8 

Streambank 

1 

30 

224 

7.47 

.6 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

6 

300 

10,725 

35.75 

26.8 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

8 

132 

4,588 

34.76 

11.5 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

14 

447 

21,385 

47.84 

53.5 

Total  Cost 

-Shares 

$39,956 
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LYON  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  311 
Participating  farms  129 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  266 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost 

Assistance  $95 , 669  Services  $3 , 902  Increase  $386  Assistance  $99, 957 


Practice  No.  and  Name 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

12 

258 

$ 3,270 

$ 12.67 

3.4 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

4 

1,680 

5,551 

3.30 

5.8 

B-9 

Fencing 

2 

60 

279 

4.65 

.3 

C-6 

Erosion  cntrl.  dams 

1 

120 

1,225 

10.21 

1.3 

C-8 

S treambank 

17 

1,820 

12,035 

6.61 

12.6 

C-9 

Open  drainage 

9 

490 

792 

1.62 

.8 

C-10 

Underground  drainage 

3 

260 

3,000 

11.54 

3.1 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

76 

6,505 

16,903 

2.60 

17.7 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

56 

1,575 

44,829 

28.46 

46.9 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

2 

140 

4,950 

35.36 

5.2 

C-17 

Subsoiling 

3 

143 

1,175 

8.22 

1.2 

G-3 

Wildlife  ponds 

1 

1 

1 , 660 

1,660.00 

1.7 

Total  Cost-Shares  $95,669 
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MINERAL  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county 

86 

Participating  farms 

25 

Farms  participating  at  least  once 

during  last  5 program  years 

65 

Cost-Share 
Assistance  $8,163 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services  $436 

Small  Cost  Gross 

Increase  $14  Assistance 

$8,613 

No.  of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

B-5 

Livestock  wells 

1 

2,000 

$2,500 

1.25 

30.6 

C-8 

Stream  bank 

' 1 

410 

2,500 

6.10 

30.6 

C- 12 

Irrigation  system 

5 

75 

1,095 

14.60 

13.4 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

5 

63 

2,068 

32.83 

25.4 

Total 

Cost-Shares 

$8,163 
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NYE  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  167 
Participating  farms  13 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  29 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $15 , 552  Services  $930  Increase  $42  Assistance  $16,524 


Practice  No.  and  Name 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed . 
Cost- 
Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

575 

$ 729 

$ 1.27 

4.7 

C-12 

Irrig.  systems 

2 

971 

4,675 

4.81 

30.1 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

4 

186 

5,892 

31.68 

37.9 

F-2 

Co.  cons,  practices 

1 

60 

112 

1.86 

.7 

F-3 

New  cons,  problems 

4 

783 

3,520 

4.49 

22.6 

G-3 

Wildlife  ponds 

1 

1 

624 

624.00 

4.0 

Total  Cost-Shares  $15,552 
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PERSHING  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county 
Participating  farms 


116 


30 


Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  159 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $34,339  Services  $2,531  Increase  $109  Assistance  $3 6 97 9 


Practice  No,  and  Name 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed . 
Cos  t- 
Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-2 

Permanent  cover 

1 

20 

$ 242 

$12,10 

,7 

B-12 

Weed  control 

1 

782 

271 

o 35 

.8 

C-12 

Xrrig,  systems 

15 

9,433 

10,734 

1,14 

31,3 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

14 

491 

15,246 

31,05 

44.4 

C-15 

Ditch  lining 

4 

291 

7,846 

26,96 

22,8 

Total  Cost- 

Shares 

$34,339 
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STOREY  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  15 

Participating  farms  1 

Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  10 

Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $106  Services  $108  Increase  $14  Assistance  $228 


Fed.  Cost-  Percent 

No.  of  Extent  Cost-  Share  of  Total 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals  (Acres)  Share Per  Unit  Cost-Share 

C-12  Irrig.  systems  1 60  $106  $1.77  100.0 

Total  Cost-Shares  $106 
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WASHOE  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  351 
Participating  farms  31 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  195 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $33 ,181  Services  $1,878  Increase  $-0-  Assistance  $35,059 


Practice  No,  and  Name 

No  . of 

Approval 

Extent 
s (Acres) 

Fed  a 
Cos  t~ 
Share 

Cost 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

2 

712 

$ 2 , 851 

<y> 

4> 

O 

o 

8,6 

B-7 

Reservoirs 

1 

20 

565 

28,25 

1.7 

B-9 

Fencing 

3 

432 

634 

1,47 

1.9 

C-12 

Irrig,  systems 

14 

1 s631 

12  s 568 

7,71 

37,9 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

6 

202 

7 s876 

38,99 

23,7 

F-3 

New  cons,  problems 

4 

610 

8,530 

13,98 

25,7 

G-3 

Wildlife  ponds 

1 

1 

157 

157,00 

0,5 

Total 

Cost-Shares 

$33,181 
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WHITE  PINE  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  134 

Participating  farms  13 

Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  59 

Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost 

Assistance  $13 ,119  Services  $825  Increase  $21  Assistance  $13 , 965 


Practice  No.  and  Name 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Fed. 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Share 

A-  2 

Permanent  cover 

3 

110 

$ 1,196 

$10.87 

9.1 

B-3 

Shrub  control 

1 

5 

24 

4.80 

.2 

B-9 

Fencing 

2 

440 

259 

.59 

2.0 

C-8 

Streambank 

1 

578 

262 

.45 

2.0 

C-12 

Irrigation  systems 

4 

486 

5,220 

1.07 

39.8 

C-13 

Land  leveling 

6 

100 

3,658 

36.58 

27.9 

C- 15 

Ditch  lining 

1 

160 

2,500 

15.63 

19.0 

Total  Cost-Shares 

$13,119 
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CARSON  CITY  COUNTY 


Farms  in  county  19 
Participating  farms  4 
Farms  participating  at  least  once  during  last  5 program  years  11 


Funds  For 

Cost-Share  Technical  Small  Cost  Gross 

Assistance  $1,219  Services  $110  Increase  $25  Assistance  $1,354 


No . of 

Practice  No.  and  Name  Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres  ) 

Fed  o 
Cost- 
Share 

Cost- 

Share 

Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cos  t-Share 

B-2 

Reseeding  rangeland 

1 

32 

$ 99 

<f> 

to 

O 

8.1 

C- 12 

Irrigation  systems 

1 

40 

33 

. 83 

2.7 

C- 13 

Land  leveling 

1 

8 

232 

29  „ 0Q 

19.0 

1-2 

Animal  waste  tanks 

1 

1 

855 

855.00 

70.2 

Total  Cost-Shares 
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1970  A CP  SPECIAL  PROJECTS 


The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  provides  for  the  development 
of  special  projects  to  encourage  the  performance  of  needed  conser- 
vation and  pollution  abatement  measures.  Under  the  special  project 
concept,  deviation  from  regular  program  provisions  such  as  increased 
cost-share  rates  or  development  of  new  practices  is  permitted  to 
encourage  farmers  to  carry  out  the  needed  work.  Other  federal,  State 
and  local  agencies  and  organizations  are  also  encouraged  to  join  with 
the  farmers  and  ASCS.  Through  ACP  special  projects,  emphasis  is 
placed  on  solving  community  wide  conservation  problems  which  provide 
greater  public  benefits. 

The  State  committee  reserved  a portion  of  its  1970  ACP  allocation 
which  was  allocated  to  counties  for  the  following  special  projects: 


SPECIAL  ACP  PROJECTS 


COUNTY 

TYPE  OF  PROJECT 

PARTIC. 

FARMS 

TOTAL 

ASSISTANCE 

ACRES 

SERVED 

DOUGLAS 

B-12  Noxious  Weed  Control 

25 

$ 2,449 

4,000 

C-8  Streambank  Protection 

20 

15,513 

1,365 

MINERAL 

C-8  Channel  Clearance 

1 

2,500 

5,000 

PERSHING 

C-12  Water  Measuring  Struc. 

1 

665 

128 

TOTAL 

47 

$ 21,127 

10,493 
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1970  EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 


The  regular  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  supplemented  by  Public 
Law  85-58.  This  law  allows  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  assist  fanners 
and  ranchers  perform  emergency  measures  to  restore  farmland  damaged  by 
natural  disaster.  Upon  the  recommendations  of  county  and  State  disaster 
committees  (representatives  of  ASCS,  Farmers  Home  Administration  and  the 
Extension  Service),  the  Secretary  can  provide  cost-sharing,  up  to 
80  percent  of  the  cost,  for  the  needed  restoration  measures.  The  law 
also  provides  technical  services  to  insure  the  emergency  conservation 
measures  are  adequate. 

in  1970,  Washoe  County  was  the  only  county  declared  a disaster  area  and 
eligible  for  PL  85-58  funds.  These  funds  were  provided  to  enable  farmers 
to  remove  debris  deposited  by  floodwaters  in  the  Hualapai  Valley  area  in 
the  spring  of  1969.  Farmers  were  unable  to  complete  the  debris  removal 
in  1969,  therefore,  the  emergency  program  was  extended  to  1970. 


SUMMARY  OF  EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES  IN  WASHOE 


NUMBER  OF 
PARTICIPANTS 

ACRES 

TREATED 

COST- 

SHARES 

FUNDS  FOR 
TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

TOTAL 

ASSISTANCE 

AVERAGE 
PER  FARM 

4 

715 

5211 

0 

5211 

1303 
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1970  WHEAT  PROGRAM 


The  1970  wheat  program  was  aimed  at  strengthening  our  Nation  in  world 
markets  by  bringing  production  of  wheat  in  line  with  anticipated  domes- 
tic and  export  needs.  To  achieve  this,  a national  wheat  allotment  of 
45.5  million  acres  was  established  as  compared  with  the  51.6  million 
acre  allotment  in  1969. 

To  qualify  for  program  benefits,  participants  were  required  to  divert  an 
acreage  equal  to  30.3  percent  of  their  farm  wheat  allotments  to  a conser- 
ving use.  No  payment  was  made  to  participants  for  this  required  diver- 
sion. However,  producers  could  elect  to  divert  additional  acreage  from 
wheat  production  for  payment. 

Participation  in  the  program  was  voluntary.  Any  producer  with  an  allot- 
ment could  participate  and  earn  program  benefits  by  meeting  the  mandatory 
diversion  requirement  and  planting  wheat  within  the  permitted  acreage. 
Program  benefits  included: 

Diversion  payments  equal  to  the  additional  acreage  diverted  from 
wheat  production  times  the  farm  projected  wheat  yield  times  $0.60 
per  bushel.  Farmers  could  elect  to  divert  up  to  50  percent  of 
their  allotments  for  payments.  Farms  with  small  allotments  (19.2 
acres  or  less)  could  divert  the  entire  wheat  allotment  for  payment. 
The  permitted  acreage,  which  could  be  planted  to  wheat  were  reduced 
acre  for  acre  by  the  additional  diversion. 

Marketing  certificate  payments  based  on  the  acreage  planted  to  wheat 
up  to  48  percent  of  the  allotment  times  the  farm  projected  yield 
times  $1.57  per  bushel.  The  value  of  the  marketing  certificates 
($1.57  per  bushel)  was  based  on  the  difference  between  the  July  1 
parity  price  and  the  national  loan  rate  of  $1.25  per  bushel. 

Price  support  loans  for  the  farms  wheat  production  times  $1.20  per 
bushel.  Loans  are  made  to  enable  the  producer  to  have  operating 
funds  while  storing  the  crop  to  take  advantage  of  the  highest  mar- 
ket price. 


1970  WHEAT  PROGRAM  - SUMMARY  PARTICIPATION  AND  PAYMENTS 
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1970  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


The  basic  provisions  of  the  1970  feed  grain  program  were  essentially  the 
same  as  those  for  1969.  Three  feed  grains  were  included  under  the  program  - 
corn,  grain  sorghum  and  barley.  Participation  in  the  program  was  voluntary 
and  producers  on  farms  with  one  or  more  of  the  feed  grain  bases  were  eligible 
to  earn  program  benefits. 

To  take  part  in  the  1970  program,  producers  were  required  to  divert  20  percent 
of  the  farm  feed  grain  base  to  a conserving  use.  Producers  with  bases  of  25 
acres  or  less  could  divert  any  portion  up  to  the  base  for  payment.  On  farms 
with  feed  grain  bases  of  between  25  and  125  acres,  producers  could  elect  to 
have  bases  temporarily  reduced  to  25  acres.  The  entire  temporarily  reduced 
base  of  25  acres  could  then  be  diverted  for  payment.  Other  farms  could  divert 
up  to  50  percent  of  their  feed  grain  bases  for  payment.  The  diversion  payment 
was  based  on  40  percent  of  the  total  county  support  rate  times  the  yield  times 
the  acres  diverted. 

Price  support  payments  were  made  on  acreage  planted  to  feed  grains  which  did  not 
exceed  the  farm  base  less  the  acres  intended  for  diversion.  The  price  support 
payment  was  computed  by  multiplying  the  acres  credited  for  price  support  by  the 
farm  projected  yield  by  the  applicable  rate:  corn,  30  cents  per  bushel;  grain 
sorghum,  29.68  cents  per  bushel;  and  barley,  20  cents  per  bushel. 

Price  support  loans  and  purchases  were  available  to  producers  who  qualified  for 
price  support  payments.  The  rates  for  Nevada  were  $1.52  per  cwt  for  grain  sor- 
ghum; $1.27  per  bushel  for  corn  and  87  cents  per  bushel  for  barley. 
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DATA  FOR  COUNTIES  WITH  FEED  GRAIN  BASES 


COUNTY 

CORN 

GRAIN 

SORGHUM 

BARLEY 

TOTAL 

F.G. 

BASE 

FARMS 

BASE 

FARMS 

BASE 

FARMS 

BASES 

FARMS 

CHURCHILL 

2,707 

125 

94 

2 

3,561 

95 

6,362 

191 

CLARK 

387 

10 

383 

31 

898 

44 

1,668 

64 

DOUGLAS 

473 

23 

473 

23 

ELKO 

1,028 

18 

1,028 

19 

ESMERALDA 

167 

2 

167 

2 

EUREKA 

24 

2 

24 

2 

HUMBOLDT 

533 

7 

167 

3 

1,081 

21 

1,781 

27 

LANDER 

110 

i 

110 

1 

LINCOLN 

331 

18 

43 

4 

303 

n 

677 

21 

LYON 

167 

6 

64 

2 

3,737 

107 

3,968 

115 

MINERAL 

33 

3 

33 

3 

NYE 

94 

4 

115 

2 

491 

18 

700 

20 

ORMSBY 

0 

0 

PERSHING 

143 

6 

11 

1 

2,185 

34 

2,339 

41 

STOREY 

18 

1 

18 

1 

WASHOE 

48 

3 

9 

1 

702 

10 

759 

14 

WHITE  PINE 

309 

4 

693 

32 

1,002 

33 

TOTAL 

4,737 

184 

886 

46 

15,486 

421 

1 

21,109 

577 
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FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 

SUMMARY  OF  PARTICIPATION  BY  COMMODITY 


BARLEY 


PARTICIPATING 

DIVERTED  AC. 

DIVERSION 

PRICE 

SUPPORT 

TOTAL 

COUNTY 

FARMS 

BASES 

TOTAL 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

ACRES 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

CHURCHILL 

5 

199 

88 

64 

$ 1,379 

34 

362 

$ 1,741 

ELKO 

5 

354 

150 

88 

1,470 

20 

176 

1,646 

ESMERALDA 

1 

30 

25 

25 

389 

- 

- 

389 

HUMBOLDT 

11 

585 

212 

124 

2,565 

202 

1,977 

4,542 

LANDER 

1 

110 

55 

33 

497 

48 

337 

834 

LINCOLN 

3 

159 

34 

3 

66 

21 

248 

314 

LYON 

5 

240 

104 

78 

1,818 

49 

505 

2,323 

NYE 

2 

116 

25 

25 

496 

- 

- 

496 

PERSHING 

2 

363 

142 

61 

1,519 

148 

1,720 

3,239 

WASHOE 

6 

254 

96 

53 

1,136 

97 

1,007 

2,143 

WHITE  PINE 

6 

307 

154 

85 

1,583 

108 

1,095 

2,678 

TOTAL 

47 

2,717 

1,085 

639 

$12,918 

727  ' 

7,427 

$20,345 

CORN 

PARTICIPATING 

DIVERTED  AC. 

DIVERSION 

PRICE 

SUPPORT 

TOTAL 

COUNTY 

FARMS 

BASES 

TOTAL 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

ACRES 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

CHURCHILL 

9 

219 

123 

103 

$ 4,101 

78 

1,710 

$ 5,811 

HUMBOLDT 

4 

170 

118 

93 

3,424 

6 

109 

3,533 

LINCOLN 

7 

148 

125 

101 

4,957 

8 

187 

5,144 

LYON 

1 

17 

17 

17 

692 

- 

- 

692 

NYE 

1 

8 

8 

8 

374 

- 

- 

374 

PERSHING 

1 

45 

45 

45 

2,052 

- 

- 

2,052 

STOREY 

1 

15 

15 

15 

611 

- 

- 

611 

WASHOE 

2 

38 

26 

26 

1,030 

14 

304 

1,334 

WHITE  PINE 

2 

241 

48 

22 

981 

106 

2,305 

3,286 

TOTAL 

28 

901 

525 

430 

$18,222 

212 

4,615 

$22,837 

GRAIN  SORGHUM 


PARTICIPATING 

DIVERTED  AC. 

DIVERSION 

PRICE 

SUPPORT 

TOTAL 

COUNTY 

FARMS 

BASES 

TOTAL 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

ACRES 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

CHURCHILL 

1 

100 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

LYON 

1 

32 

32 

18 

$ 316 

- 

- 

$ 316 

NYE 

1 

93 

17 

17 

431 

- 

- 

431 

WASHOE 

1 

9 

9 

9 

100  , 

- 

- 

100 

TOTAL 

4 

234 

78 

44 

$ 847 

- 

- 

$ 847 
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SUMMARY  OF 


HIRED  AND  MEASUREMENT  SERVICE  PROVIDED 


COUNTY  ' 

REPORTERS 

MEASUREMENT  SERVICE 

EMPLOYED 

SPOT  CHECKED 

REQUESTS 

SERVICED 

CHURCHILL 

1 

1 

7 

7 

CLARK- N YE 

1 

1 

2 

2 

DOUGLAS -CARS ON  CITY 

1 

1 

0 

0 

ELKO 

2 

2 

0 

0 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

1 

13 

13 

LANDER- EUREKA 

2 

2 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

1 

1 

1 

1 

LYON- ESMERALDA 

1 

1 

0 

0 

PERSHING 

1 

1 

0 

0 

WAS HOE-STOREY 

2 

2 

0 

0 

WHITE  PINE 

2 

2 

0 

0 

TOTAL 


15 


15 


COMPLIANCE  -WHEAT 


COUNTY 

NQ„  OF 

DETERMINATIONS 

ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE CONTROL 
CHECKS 
MADE 

OFF  SETTING 
COMPLIANCE 
DETERMINA- 
TIONS 

FARMS  FOUND 
OUT  OF 
COMPLIANCE 

RE- 

QUIRED 

BY 

FARM 

VISIT 

BY 

CERTIFI- 

CATION 

CHURCHILL 

20 

0 

20 

6 

1 

0 

DOUGLAS 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

ELKO 

17 

17 

0 

0 

2 

0 

EUREKA 

9 

9 

0 

0 

2 

0 

HUMBOLDT 

50 

0 

50 

18 

1 

1 

LANDER 

6 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

LYON 

4 

4 

0 

0 

1 

0 

NYE 

5 

0 

5 

3 

3 

0 

PERSHING 

14 

0 

14 

5 

3 

0 

WASHOE 

11 

11 

0 

0 

1 

0 

TOTAL 

138 

49 

89 

32 

15 

1 

COMPLIANCE  - FEED, GRAIN  - 


COUNTY 

NO  „ OF 

DETERMINATIONS 

ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE CONTROL 
CHECKS 
MADE 

OFF  SETTING 
COMPLIANCE 
DETERMINA- 
TIONS 

FARMS  FOUND 
OUT  OF 
COMPLIANCE 

RE- 

QUIRED 

BY 

FARM 

VISIT 

BY 

CERTIFI- 

CATION 

CHURCHILL 

12 

0 

12 

5 

0 

0 

ELKO 

5 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

ESMERALDA 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

HUMBOLDT 

14 

0 

14 

5 

1 

0 

LANDER 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

7 

7 

0 

0 

3 

0 

LYON 

5 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NYE 

2 

0 

2 

1 

1 

0 

PERSHING 

2 

0 

2 

1 

3 

0 

STOREY 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

WASHOE 

8 

8 

0 

0 

2 

0 

WHITE  PINE 

6 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

64 

34. 

30 

12 

12 

0 
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1970  SUMMARY  OF  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM  PARTICIPATION  AND  PAYMENTS  FOR  ALL  COMMODITIES 
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REFERENDUM 


Two  referendums  were  held  in  Nevada  for  the  1970  program  year*  Refer- 
entdums  are  conducted  to  determine  if  producers  favor  certain  mandatory 
ASCS  program  provisions.  A mandatory  program  provision  cannot  be  put 
into  effect  without  the  approval  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers 
voting  in  a national  referendum. 

\ 

Upland  Cotton  Marketing  Quotas.  In  December  1969 s a referendum  was  held 
to  determine  if  cotton  farmers  favored  Marketing  quotas  for  the  1970  up- 
land cotton  crop.  Under  a quota  program^  producers  are  penalized  for 
acreage  planted  in  excess  of  their  effective  farm  allotment.  Voting  was 
done  by  mail  and  all  producers  sharing  in  the  1.969  upland  cotton  crop 
or  having  a 1969  upland  cotton  allotment  were,  eligible  to  vote.  Results 
of  the  referendum  were: 


COTTON  MARKETING  QUOTA  REFERENDUM 


COUNTY 

YES  VOTES 

NO  VOTES 

CHALLENGED  BALLOTS 

total 

VOTES 

' I YES 
VOTES 

Clark 

1 

0 

0 

1 

100 

Nye 

16 

2 

1 

18 

89 

TOTAL 

17 

2 

1 

19 

89.0 

Upland  Cotton  Allotment  Transfers.  In  May  of  1969 9 a referendum  was  held 
to  determine  if  producers  favored  permitting  "out  of  county"  transfers  of 
upland  cotton  allotments.  A two- thirds  favorable  vote  would  allow  pro- 
ducers to  sell  or  lease  their  cotton  allotments  to  farmers  in  other  coun- 
ties within  the  same  State.  Results  of  this  referendum  were: 


COTTON  ALLOTMENT  TRANSFER  REFERENDUM 


COUNTY 

YES  VOTES 

NO  VOTES 

CHALLENGED  BALLOTS 

TOTAL 

VOTES 

1 YES 
VOTES 

Clark 

1 

0 

0 

1 

100 

Nye 

13 

7 

0 

20 

65 

TOTAL 

14 

7 

0 

21 

66.7 

As  a result  of  this  referendum,;,  producers  in  Clark  County  could  transfer 
1970  upland  cotton  allotments  to  Nye  County  producers  by  sale  or  lease. 
Producers  in  Nye  County  could  not  transfer  allotments  by  sale  or  lease  to 

producers  in  other  counties. 


1970  UPLAND  COTTON  PROGRAM 


The  1970  upland  cotton  program  was  designed  to  increase  production 
since  the  cotton  supplies  were  the  lowest  they  have  been  in  many  years. 
Abnormal  weather  and  insect  infestations  in  recent  years  was  responsible 
for  the  low  carry-over  of  cotton.  The  national  allotment  was  17  million 
acres  in  1970,  an  increase  of  1 million  acres  from  1969. 

Producers  participating  the  program  could  plant  the  entire  effective 
allotment  since  there  was  no  provision  for  diversion  payments  and  no 
required  diverted  acreage.  Price  support  payments  of  16.80  cents  per 
pound  was  made  on  the  farm's  projected  yield  multiplied  by  the  domestic 
allotment,  or  the  planted  acreage  if  it  was  less  than  90%  of  the  domes- 
tic allotment.  The  domestic  allotment  was  65%  of  the  effective  allotment 
for  the  farm. 

By  participating  in  the  program,  Nevada  producers  were  eligible  for 
price  support  loans  of  19.60  cents  per  pound  for  middling  1-inch  cotton 
on  their  entire  cotton  production. 

Marketing  quotas  were  in  effect  for  the  1970  crop,  having  been  approved 
by  96%  of  the  producers  voting  in  a referendum  December  1-5,  1969. 

With  quotas  in  effect,  producers  would  be  subject  to  penalty  for  cotton 
planted  in  excess  of  their  allotments.  There  were  no  marketing  quota 
penalties  assessed  in  Nevada  for  1970. 

Program  provisions  allowed  producers  to  transfer  allotments  to  other 
producers  by  sale  or  lease.  Growers  could  also  release  allotments  to 
the  county  committee.  This  released  acreage  was  apportioned  to  other 
growers  requesting  additional  acreage. 
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1970  UPLAND  COTTON  ALLOTMENT  SUMMARY 


PRELIMINARY 

FINAL 

COUNTY 

NO. 

FARMS 

ALLOTMENTS 

NET  PERMANENT 
CHANGE 

NET  TEMPORARY 
CHANGE 

NO  „ 
FARMS 

ALLOTMENTS 

CLARK 

2 

63 

-47 

-16 

0 

0 

NYE 

19 

3,616 

+47 

-26 

15 

3,637 

STATE 

TOTAL 

21 

3,679 

0 

-42 

15 

3,637 

TEMPORARY  TRANSFER  OF  1970  ALLOTMENTS  - LEASE 


WITHIN  COUNTY 

TO  OTHER 

COUNTIES 

FROM  OTHER 

COUNTIES 

TTL.  PRO- 

COUNTY 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

AFTER 

ADJUST 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

AFTER 

ADJUST. 

DUCTIVITY 
ADJUSTMT . 

CLARK 

0 

0 

0 

1 

15 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NYE 

2 

81 

39 

0 

0 

1 

15 

15 

42 

STATE 

TOTAL 

21 

81 

39 

1 

15 

1 

15 

15 

421/ 

1/  Acres  held  in  productivity  pool  because  of  diference  in  farm  projected 
yields. 


PERMANENT  TRANSFER  OF  1970  ALLOTMENTS  - SALE 


WITHIN 

COUNTY 

TO  OTHER 

COUNTIES 

FROM  OTHER 

COUNTIES 

TTL.  PRO- 

COUNTY 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

AFTER 

ADJUST. 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

NO. 

BEFORE 

ADJUST. 

AFTER 

ADJUST. 

DUCTIVITY 

ADJUSTMT. 

CLARK 

0 

0 

0 

1 

47 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NYE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

47 

47 

0 

STATE 

TOTAL 

0 

0 

0 

1 

47 

1 

47 

47 

0 

l 
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SUMMARY  OF  1970  RELEASED  AND  REAPPORTIONED  ALLOTMENTS 


ALLOTMENTS  RELEASED 

ALLOTMENT  REAPPORTIONED 

COUNTY 

NO. 

FARMS 

PERMANENT 

RELEASE 

TEMPORARY  NO. 

RELEASE  FARMS 

REAPPORTIONED 
IN  COUNTY 

RELEASED 
AND  NOT 
REAPPORTIONED 

CLARK 

0 

0 

0 0 

0 

0 

NYE 

2 

0 

818  9 

1 

818 

0 

STATE' 

TOTAL 

2 

0 

818  9 

818 

1 

» 

0 

SUMMARY  OF 

' 1970  PARTICIPATION  AND  PAYMENTS 

COUNTY 

EFFECTIVE  ALLOT. 
NO.  ACRES 

PARTICIPATING 
ACRES  OF 
FARMS  ALLOTMENT 

ACRES  FOR 
PRICE  SUPPORT 

ACRES  PROGRAM 
PLANTED  PAYMENTS 

CLARK 

0 

0 

0 0 

0 

0 0 

NYE 

15 

3,637 

15  3,637 

2,364 

2,310  345,940 

STATE 

TOTAL 

15 

3,637 

15  3,637 

2,364 

2,310  345,940 
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1970  PRICE- SUPPORT  PROGRAMS 


Price-support  programs  are  designed  to  (1)  help  assure  stability  of 
farm  income  and  prices,  (2)  assist  in  bringing  about  a better  balance 
between  production  and  consumption  and  (3)  assist  farmers  in  the 
orderly  marketing  of  crops.  Under  these  programs,  eligible  producers 
are  assured  of  price  assistance  for  a commodity  meeting  eligibility 
requirements  regardless  of  fluctuations  in  the  market  price.  The 
price-support  operations  are  administered  by  ASCS  and  financed  by 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  Two  support  methods  were  used  in  Nevada 
during  1970  - loans  and  payments. 


1970  Price-Support  Loans 

Price-Support  Loans  were  available  to  producers  for  wheat,  corn,  grain 
sorghum,  barley,  oats,  cotton,  honey  and  many  other  commodities  not 
produced  in  Nevada.  Some  of  these  commodities  were  also  eligible  for 
reseal,  which  is  an  extension  of  the  loan  beyond  the  maturity  date. 

Loans  permit  eligible  producers  to  hold  their  harvested  crops  to  take 
advantage  of  possible  increases  in  market  prices.  A loan  can  be  repaid 
with  interest  when  the  crop  is  sold,  or  the  crop  under  loan  can  be  de- 
livered to  CCC,  thus  satisfying  the  loan.  A producer  with  a loan  is 
assured  of  receiving  at  least  the  loan  price  for  the  crop. 

Loans  are  also  available  to  help  producers  finance  new  facilities  needed 
to  store  crops  eligible  for  price  support.  These  loans  are  for  up  to 
five  years  and  are  repaid  in  four  annual  installments 
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Price-Support  Payments  - Wool  Program 


The  National  Wool  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  provides  that  support  of  the 
price  for  wool  may  be  carried  out  through  annual  incentive  payments  to 
producers.  The  program  is  designed  to  encourage  domestic  production  at 
a yearly  level  of  300  million  pounds  of  shorn  wool.  This  policy  was  es- 
tablished by  Congress  as  a measure  for  our  national  security  and  in  pro- 
motion of  the  general  economic  welfare.  The  total  amount  of  payments 
under  the  Act  is  limited  to  70  percent  of  the  accumulated  totals  of 
duties  collected  on  imports  of  wool  and  wool  products. 

The  payment  rate  of  102.8  percent  for  1970  was  the  percentage  needed  to 
bring  the  average  price  of  35.5  cents  received  by  growers  for  wool  sold 
during  the  marketing  year  up  to  the  previously  announced  level  of  72 
cents  per  pound  of  shorn  wool.  A payment  of  $1.46  per  hundred  pounds  of 
unshorn  lambs  sold  was  also  made.  This  payment  was  established  at  a level 
in  relationship  to  the  payment  for  shorn  wool.  Unshorn  lamb  payments  were 
made  to  avoid  unusual  shearing  prior  to  marketing  in  order  to  obtain  the 
payments  on  shorn  wool. 

Wool  growers  are  authorized  to  organize  and  conduct  advertising  and  sales 
promotion  activities,  financed  by  deductions  from  their  payments.  An 
agreement  between  the  Secretary  and  the  American  Sheep  Producers  Council, 
which  was  approved  in  a producer  referendum,  is  designed  to  improve  the 
demand  for  wool  and  lamb  products  in  the  free  market. 
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PRICE  SUPPORT  LOAN  ACTIVITY 
1970  CALENDAR  YEAR 


1970  Crop  Honey 


COUNTY 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 
UNDER  LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

CHURCHILL 

1 

24,300  lbs. 

$ 3,145 

0 

0 

1970  Crop  Wheat 

COUNTY 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 

UNDER  LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

4,841  bu. 

$ 5,316 

0 

0 

1969  Crop  Honey 

COUNTY 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 

UNDER  LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

CHURCHILL 

1 

32,400  lbs, 

$ 4,058 

32,400  lbs 

$4,058 

1969  Crop  Oats 

COUNTY 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 
UNDER  LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

LANDER 

1 

2,740  bu . 

$ 2,165 

0 

0 

1969  Crop  Wheat 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 
UNDER.  .LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

EUREKA 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

1 

2,160  bu. 
6,320  bu. 

$ 2,592 
$ 7,584 

0 

6,320  bu. 

0 

$7,584 

TOTAL 

2 

8,480  bu. 

$10,176 

6,320  bu. 

$7,584 
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1969  Crop  Cotton 


NO.  OF 

QUANTITY 

AMOUNT 

QUANTITY 

AMOUNT 

COUNTY 

LOANS 

UNDER  LOAN 

OF  LOAN 

REDEEMED 

REPAID 

NYE 

U 

3,068  bales 

$359,667 

0 

0 

1/  Co-op  loans  - number  not  reported 


1968  Crop  Wheat 


COUNTY 

NO.  OF 
LOANS 

QUANTITY 
UNDER  LOAN 

AMOUNT 
OF  LOAN 

QUANTITY 

REDEEMED 

AMOUNT 

REPAID 

EUREKA 

1 

595  bushels 

$ 725 

0 

0 

FARM  STORAGE  FACILITY  LOAN  PROGRAM 
1970  CALENDAR  YEAR 


..NO.  OF' 

LOANS 

JAN 

OUTSTANDING 
. 1,  1970 

AMOUNT  REPAID 

AMOUNT 

OUTSTANDING 

COUNTY 

NEW  LOANS 

NO. 

AMOUNT 

IN  1970 

DEC.  31.  1970 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

2 

$1,401 

$4,224 

$1,116 

WHITE  PINE 

0 

1 

$ 996 

$ 332 

$ 664 

TOTAL 

1 

3 

$2,397 

$4,556 

$1,780 
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1970  SHORN  WOOL  PAYMENTS 


COUNTY 

PRODUCERS 

EARNING 

PAYMENTS 

WEIGHT  OF 
WOOL  SOLD 

NET 

PROCEEDS 

INCENTIVE 

PAYMENT 

PROMOTION 

DEDUCTION 

NET 

PAYMENT 

CARSON  CITY 

2 

722 

$ 214 

$ 220 

$ 11 

$ 209 

CHURCHILL  1/ 

18 

11,185 

3,417 

3,510 

168 

3,342 

DOUGLAS  1/ 

13 

11,391 

2,892 

2,950 

170 

2,780 

ELKO 

33 

106 , 961 

28,589 

29,390 

1,604 

27,786 

ESMERALDA 

1 

97 

24 

25 

1 

24 

EUREKA 

2 

803 

254 

261 

12 

249 

HUMBOLDT 

3 

934 

172 

177 

14 

163 

LANDER 

6 

3,273 

1,086 

1,119 

49 

1,070 

LINCOLN 

3 

10,305 

3,112 

3,199 

155 

3,044 

LYON 

8 

5,357 

1,707 

1,755 

80 

1,675 

MINERAL 

1 

300 

74 

76 

4 

72 

NYE 

1 

122 

30 

31 

2 

29 

PERSHING 

4 

1,187 

332 

342 

18 

324 

STOREY 

1 

588 

182 

187 

9 

178 

WASHOE 

12 

3,440 

1,051 

1,080 

52 

1,028 

WHITE  PINE 

11 

13,493 

4,392 

4,514 

202 

4,312 

TOTAL 

119 

170,158 

$47,528 

$48,836 

$2,551 

$46,285 

_!/  Payment  adjusted  for  weight  of  unshorn  lambs  purchased 

Churchill  - 130  pounds 
Douglas  - 1,560  pounds 
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1970  UNSHORN  LAMB  PAYMENTS 


COUNTY 

PRODUCERS 

EARNING 

PAYMENTS 

WEIGHT  OF 
LAMBS 
SOLD 

NO.  . 
* LAMBS 
SOLD 

INCENTIVE 

PAYMENT 

PROMOTION 

DEDUCTION 

NET 

PAYMENT 

CARSON  CITY 

3 

204,275 

2,176 

7 

$ 2,982 

$ 153 

$ 2,829 

CHURCHILL  1/ 

13 

1,614,122 

14,877 

5,277 

271 

5,006 

DOUGLAS  1/ 

13 

558,390 

6,479 

7,796 

400 

7,396 

ELKO 

13 

3,131,609 

35,064 

45,721 

2,349 

43,372 

HUMBOLDT 

4 

344,370 

4,203 

5,029 

258 

4,771 

LANDER 

1 

201,060 

2,272 

2,935 

151 

2,784 

LINCOLN 

2 

50,250 

636 

734 

38 

696 

LYON 

28 

678,050 

6,780 

9,900 

509 

9,391 

PERSHING 

2 

165,930 

2,020 

2,423 

124 

2,299 

STOREY 

1 

4,530 

40 

66 

3 

63 

WASHOE 

4 

7,107 

69 

104 

5 

99 

WHITE  PINE 

13 

1,010,239 

11,588 

14,749 

758 

13,991 

TOTAL 

97 

7,970,032 

86,204 

$97,716 

$5,019 

$92,697 

1/  Payment  adjusted 


for  weight  of  unshorn  lambs  purchased 


Churchill  - 1,252,663  pounds 
Douglas  - 24,414  pounds 
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COMPLIANCE 


The  success  of  all  ASCS  farm  programs  depends  on  participants 
complying  with  program  regulations  and  acreage  requirements. 

County  ASCS  committees  and  office  personnel  have  the  respon- 
sibility of  determining  program  compliance. 

AGP  Spot  Checks ; ASC  county  committees  determine  compliance 
for  all  conservation  practices  under  the  Agricultural  Conservation 
Program  for  which  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  or  Nevada  Division 
of  Forestry  is  not  assigned  the  technical  responsibility.  A mini- 
mum of  5 percent  of  these  practices  must  be  spot  checked  by  ASCS 
personnel.  ASCS  representatives  are  also  responsible  for  insuring 
that  all  AGP  conservation  practices  are  maintained  in  accordance 
with  program  policy.  Vendors  providing  conservation  materials  and 
services  are  also  subject  to  spot  checks. 

Compliance  by  Certification;  The  farmer  certification  program  was 
approved  in  4 counties  during  the  1970  program  year.  Churchill, 
Humboldt  and  Pershing  counties  were  approved  for  wheat  and  feed 
grain  and  Nye  County  was  approved  for  cotton,  feed  grain  and  wheat. 
The  responsibility  for  complying  with  bases,  allotments  and  diverted 
acreage  lies  with  the  farmer.  The  farmer  has  the  responsibility  of 
reporting  to  the  county  office  his  acreages  and  other  program  com- 
pliance provisions.  County  office  personnel  spot  check  25%  of  the 
reporting  farms  to  insure  program  provisions  are  met. 

Regular  Compliance:  In  counties  not  approved  for  the  certification 

program,  county  office  employees  performed  the  compliance  work. 

Visits  were  made  to  each  farm  participating  in  a program  and  repor- 
ters measured  wheat,  feed  grain,  cotton  and  diverted  acreages. 

Measurement  Service:  Measurement  service  was  offered  in  all  Nevada 

counties.  This  service  includes  measuring  and  staking  areas  before 
planting,  measurement  of  land  after  planting,  or  measurement  for 
any  program  purpose  the  farmer  requests.  Measurement  service  assures 
the  participant  that  program  acreage  provisions  will  be  met,  and 
eliminates  the  need  for  acreage  adjustments  after  planting. 

The  entire  cost  of  the  measurement  service  is  paid  for  by  the  pro- 
ducer. Measurement  service  is  very  important  to  producers  in  coun- 
ties approved  for  the  farm  certification  program. 
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SUMMARY  OF  REPORTI 

SRS  HIRED 

AND  MEASUREMENT  SERVICE 

PROVIDED 

REPORTERS 

MEASUREMENT  SERVICE 

COUNTY 

EMPLOYED 

SPOT  CHECKED 

REQUESTS 

SERVICED 

CHURCHILL 

1 

I 

7 

7 

CLARK- N YE 

1 

1 

2 

2 

DOUGLAS -CARSON  CITY 

1 

1 

- 

- 

ELKO 

2 

2 

- 

- 

HUMBOLDT 

1 

1 

13 

13 

LANDER- EUREKA 

2 

2 

- 

- 

LINCOLN 

I 

1 

1 

1 

LYON-  ESMERALDA 

1 

1 

- 

- 

PERSHING 

1 

1 

- 

- 

WAS  HOE- STOREY 

2 

2 

- 

- 

WHITE  PINE 

2 

2 

- 

- 

TOTAL 

15 

15 

23 

23 

COMPLIANCE- WHEAT 


COUNTY 

o 

o 

DETERMINATIONS 

ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE CONTROL 
CHECKS 
MADE 

OFF  SETTING 
COMPLIANCE 
DETERMINA- 
TIONS 

FARMS  FOUND 
OUT  OF 
COMPLIANCE 

RE- 

QUIRED 

BY 

FARM 

VISIT 

BY 

CERTIFI- 

CATION 

CHURCHILL 

20 

_ 

20 

6 

1 

_ , 

DOUGLAS 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ELKO 

17 

17 

- 

2 

- 

EUREKA 

9 

9 

- 

- 

2 

- 

HUMBOLDT 

50 

- 

50 

18 

1 

1 

LANDER 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

LYON 

4 

4 

- 

- 

1 

- 

NYE 

5 

- 

5 

3 

3 

- 

PERSHING 

14 

- 

14 

5 

3 

- 

WASHOE 

11 

11 

- 

- 

1 

- 

TOTAL 

138 

49 

89 

32 

15 

1 

COMPLIANCE- FEED  GRAIN 


COUNTY 

MO.  OF 

DETERMINATIONS 

ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE  CONTROL 
CHECKS 
MADE 

OFF  SETTING 
COMPLIANCE 
DETERMINA- 
TIONS 

FARMS  FOUND 
OUT  OF 
COMPLIANCE 

RE- 

QUIRED 

BY 

FARM 

VISIT 

BY 

CERTIFI- 

CATION 

CHURCHILL 

12 

- 

12 

5 

- 

ELKO 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ESMERALDA 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

HUMBOLDT 

14 

- 

14 

5 

1 

- 

LANDER 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

LINCOLN 

7 

7 

- 

- 

3 

- 

LYON 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NYE 

2 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

PERSHING 

2 

- 

2 

1 

3 

- 

STOREY 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

WASHOE 

8 

8 

- 

- 

2 

- 

WHITE  PINE 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

TOTAL 

64 

- 34 

30 

12 

12 

“IT" 
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COMPLIANCE  -UPLAND  COTTON 


COUNTY 

NO!.  OF 
RE- 
QUIRED 

DETERMINATIONS 
BY  BY 

FARM  CERT IF I - 
VISIT  CATION 

ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE CONTROL 
CHECKS 
MADE 

OFF  SETTING 
COMPLIANCE 
DETERMINA- 
TIONS 

EARMS  FOUND 
OUT  OF 
COMPLIANCE 

NYE 

15 

0 

15 

4 

1 

0 

TOTAL 

15 

0 

15 

4 

1 

0 

A CP  COMPLIANCE  spot  checks 


COUNTY 

FARMS  SUBJECT  j 
TO 

SPOT  CHECKS 

FA1WS 

SPOT 

CHECKED 

VENDORS 
SUBJECT  TO 
SPOT  CHECKS 

VENDORS 

SPOT 

CHECKED 

CHURCHILL 

108 

8 

CLARK 

15 

6 

DOUGLAS 

71 

4 

4 

1 

ELKO 

69 

n: 

ESMERALDA 

5 

2 

EUREKA 

13 

1 

HUMBOLDT 

48 

3 

2 

1 

LANDER 

13 

c. 

LINCOLN 

29 

2 

2 

1 

LYON 

129 

12 

MINERAL 

25 

i. 

-NYE 

13 

4 

PERSHING 

30 

u 

STOREY 

1 

1 

WASHOE 

31 

7 

WHITE  PINE 

.13 

l. 

CARSON  CITY 

4 

I 

TOTAL 

617 

- 

75 

8 

3 

64 


